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DETAILED ACTION 
Status Of Claims 

1. Claims 3-6 and 8 are cancelled. Claims 11-18 and 29 are previously cancelled. 
Claims 39-43 are newly added. Claims 1, 2,19, 20, 21, 23, 25 and 28 are amended. 
Claims 1, 2, 7, 9, 10, 19-28, and 30-43 are pending in this application per the response 
to office action filed on October 10, 2006. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed October 10, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

With respect to independent claims 1 and 19 , Applicant argues that neither 
Ghahremani et al nor Mazza et al disclose or suggest the "chassis comprising a plurality 
of card slots and a common backplane bus" and "system manager card" for receiving 
feature keys representing activation rights for features and the "plurality of application 
cards operatively disposed in a plurality of slots" as recited in independent claims 1 and 
19. 

In response Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant's Characterization 
and submit that Ghahremani et al in combination with Mazza et al discloses all the 
recited features of independent claims 1 and 19 as shown in the rejections below. 
Examiner is not aware of network switches such as Cisco switches which does not 
provide a chassis for housing the various cards or card/expansion slots for inserting the 
various cards for expansion purposes. Both Ghahremani et al and Mazza et al 
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discloses a switching system or equipment as claimed in the independent claims 1 and 
19. 

Applicant further argues that neither reference suggest the claimed allocation of 
"feature units." According to Applicant's specification feature units refers to number of 
permissible units for a feature which designate number of application cards that are 
permitted to use the feature. Alternatively the number of permissible units for a feature 
can designate the number of simultaneous telephone calls that are permitted for the 
feature. 

In response, Examiner respectfully disagrees and asserts that both references 
does disclose allocation of "feature units". Ghahremani et al discloses that the FM 10 
and the resources manager 38 manages and allocates local resources including digital 
modem and ISDN switched resources (see 0081). Mazza et al discloses providing 
information relating to the features to be enabled. Mazza also discloses providing list of 
permitted features, the name and version number for the telecommunication application 
making the request.. Mazza further discloses a numeric value designating how many 
ports (number of cards permitted?) are licensed and/or how many licenses for the 
product are granted... (see 0042; 0045; 0046; 0048; 0057). 

Applicant also argues that neither of the references teaches the claimed receipt 
of a key by a system manager card in a chassis for the purposes of allocating features 
to application cards over a common backplane bus to slots of at least one chassis. 
Mazza et al do not disclose or suggest the system manager card or application card 
element nor their chassis arrangement with slots or a common backplane bus. 
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In response, Examiner respectfully disagrees with the Applicant characterization 
of Mazza's invention. Mazza et al discloses a telecommunication switching system, 
which is used to control enablement of features (fig. 1; 0004; 0020). Network or 
telecommunication switches such as Cisco switches generally have chassis and 
backplane and most switches offers empty slots for additional application card if 
needed. Applicant's argument/assertion that Mazza et al does not disclose or suggest 
the system manager card or application card element is not correct. Mazza et al is 
replete with activation keys for the purpose of allocating features to application cards in 
a chassis as claimed. 

As per claims 2, 7, 9, 10, 20-28 and 30-43 , Applicant argues contains the 
limitations of their corresponding independent claims 1 or 19 and are patentable over 

» 

Ghahremani et al in combination of Mazza et al. Applicant further argued that 
dependent claims 2, 10, 20-28, 30, 33 and 37 contain additional limitations which are 
not taught or suggested by the references of record. 

In response, Examiner respectfully disagrees and submits that these claims are 
neither patentable being dependent on their respectively independent claims nor for the 
claimed additional limitation recited therein. 

Applicant also argues that neither of the reference discloses telecommunication 
features. 

In response, Examiner respectfully disagrees and asserts that both references 
discloses telecommunication features. 
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With respect to claims 31, 35, 32 and 36 , Applicant argues that Summers et al 
does not suggest, alone or in combination that "the common backplane bus of the 
chassis is a trusted bus" (claim 31 and 32) or that the common backplane bus of the 
chassis connects the plurality of application cards to the system manager card over 
trusted intra-card bus" (claim 35 and 36). In the present inventions the common 
backplane bus is trusted because it is on one or more chassis that the two cards 
(system manager and the individual application blade) reside. 

In response, Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant's characterization of 
both Ghahremani et al and Mazza's invention. Both inventions disclose switching 
equipment/system. As argued above, examiner is not aware of any switching equipment 
or system such as Cisco switches without expansion slots to enable the user to add 
other services or networks as needed. These slots are interconnected by a common 
bus and communicate with any other card through intra card bus. The system manager 
card and others cards are usually trusted because they reside on the same chassis and 
/or on a common bus. The use of Summers et al reference was actually to avoid this 
kind of argument being advanced by the Applicant. Thus switches for example Cisco 
switches inherently have expansion slots for additional blades and usually reside on a 
common chassis and/or bus. 

With respect to claims 34 and 38 , Applicant argues that Salkini et al does not 
discloses or suggest the enablement of a prepaid billing feature on application cards in 
a chassis. 
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In response examiner respectfully disagree and submits that Ghahremani et al 
discloses that FM and PM allow a user to provide a wide ranges of services and support 
a wide range of applications on application-specific daughter cards (0052) but does not 
specify prepaid billing as an example of services to be provided. Salkini et al discloses 
that one of the feature services that can be enabled on the system include billing and 
prepaid services (see fig. 85; col. 2, lines 30-40). 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 7, 9, 10, and 30, are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 7 is dependent on a cancelled claim 3. Claim 9 depends on itself. Claim 10 and 
30 depends on a cancelled claim 8 Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2, 7, 9-10, 19-28, 30, 33, 37, 39 and 41-43, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ghahremani et al U.S. Patent Application 
Publication No. 2005/0180429 A1 in view of Mazza et al U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2004/0199760 A1. 
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As per claim 1 and 19 , Ghahremani et al discloses a feature rights management 
system, comprising: 

a feature rights server having a repository for storing feature keys, the feature 
keys representing activation rights for features including feature units; 

a chassis comprising a plurality of cards slots and a common backplane bus for 
connecting cards among the slots to one another (fig. 1, 14, 17, 33, 34; 0049); 

a system manager card operatively disposed in a slot of a chassis, the system 
manager card comprising a feature rights management agent operatively coupled to the 
feature rights server to receive feature keys from the feature rights server, to store 
feature rights in a repository, and to identify available feature units provided (fig. 1, 3, 
12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 33, 34; 0055; 0058; 0069; 0070; 0071); and 

a plurality of application cards operatively disposed in a plurality of slots of at 
least one chassis, each application card operatively coupled to the system manager 
card over the common backplane bus to request feature rights from the feature rights 
management agent, wherein the feature rights management agent allocates the feature 
units among requesting plurality of application cards over the common backplane bus 
(fig. 1, 3, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 33, 34; 0055; 0071). 

What Ghahremani et al does not explicitly teach is 

a feature rights server having a repository for storing feature keys, the feature 
keys representing activation rights for features including feature units. 
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Mazza et al discloses a feature rights server having a repository for storing 
feature keys, the feature keys representing activation rights for features including 
feature units (see figs. 1 , 2 and 3; 0057; 0059; "...obtain the list of permitted 
features..."). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Ghahremani et al and incorporate a 
feature rights server having a repository for storing feature keys, the feature keys 
representing activation rights for features including feature units as taught by Mazza et 
al, because such method ensures that only permitted features are activated thereby 
enhancing the security of the system. 

As per claim 2 and 21 Ghahremani et al failed to explicitly disclose a feature 
rights management system, wherein the feature rights management agents and the 
feature rights server transfer rights between the feature rights management agents and 
the server in the form of keys; and wherein the application cards and the feature rights 
management agent transfer rights between the application cards and the feature rights 
management agent in the form of permission; 

wherein a connection between the feature rights management agents and the 
feature rights server is un-trusted; and 

wherein a connection between the sub-agents and the feature rights 
management agent is trusted. 
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Mazza et al discloses a feature rights management system, wherein the feature 
rights management agents and the feature rights server transfer rights between the 
feature rights management agents.and the server in the form of keys; and wherein the 
application cards and the feature rights management agent transfer rights between the 
application cards and the feature rights management agent in the form of permission 
(see figs. 4 and 5; 0116) 

wherein a connection between the feature rights management agents and the 
feature rights server is un-trusted (fig. 1; 0049; remote feature activation system or 
server connect to switch via PSTN...); and 

wherein a connection between the sub-agents and the feature rights 
management agent is trusted (fig. 1; ...agent and subagent reside within the switch..). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Ghahremani et al and incorporate a 
feature rights management system, wherein the feature rights management agents and 
the feature rights server transfer rights between the feature rights management agents 
and the server in the form of keys; and wherein the application cards and the feature 
rights management agent transfer rights between the application cards and the feature 
rights management agent in the form of permission as taught by Mazza et al, because, 
if the client application is licensed and the database contains a record of a license, the 
response can allow the client application to be enabled, or re-enabled. 
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As per claim 7 and 25 . Ghahremani et al further discloses a feature rights 
management system, wherein the feature management agent releases feature keys 
from a feature rights management agent and moves feature rights keys to the feature 
rights server (0164; 0165). 

As per claim 9 and 27 , Ghahremani et al further discloses a feature rights 
management system, wherein each feature unit designates how many instances of a 
feature category is permitted within a domain of a distribution node identified by the 
distribution node identifier (0178). 

As per claim 10 , Ghahremani further discloses a feature rights 
management system, wherein the feature keys are of at least two kinds of keys: 
network keys destined to the feature rights server and element keys destined for the 
feature rights management agent (fig. 10; 0083; 0084; 0103). 

As per claim 20 , Ghahremani et al failed to explicitly disclose a feature rights 
management system, wherein the feature rights management agents and the feature 
rights source transfer rights between themselves in the form of keys; and wherein the 
application cards and the feature rights management agent transfer rights between 
themselves in the form of permission. 

Mazza et al discloses disclose a feature rights management system, wherein the 
feature rights management agents and the feature rights source transfer rights between 
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themselves in the form of keys; and wherein the application cards and the feature rights 
management agent transfer rights between themselves in the form of permission (see 
figs. 4 and 5; 0116). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Ghahremani et al and incorporate a 
feature rights management system, wherein the feature rights management agents and 
the feature rights source transfer rights between themselves in the form of keys; and 
wherein the application cards and the feature rights management agent transfer rights 
between themselves in the form of permission as taught by Mazza et al, because, if the 
client application is licensed and the database contains a record of a license, the 
response can allow the client application to be enabled, or re-enabled. 

As per claim 22 Ghahremani et al failed to explicitly disclose a feature rights 
management system, wherein the application card requests permissions for feature 
rights from the feature rights management agent upon provisioning. 

Mazza et al further discloses a feature rights management system, wherein the 
application card requests permissions for feature rights from the feature rights 
management agent upon provisioning (0048). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Ghahremani et al and incorporate a 
feature rights management system, wherein the application card requests permissions 
for feature rights from the feature rights management agent upon provisioning as taught 
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by Mazza et al because, the response sent by the licensing server does not allow the 
application to be enabled if the feature is not licensed. 

As per claim 23 , Ghahremani et al further discloses a feature rights management 
system, wherein the feature rights management agent comprises a memory for storing 
a number of unallocated feature units (0065; 0164; 0165); and wherein the feature 
rights management agent requests keys for features from the feature rights server when 
the number of unallocated feature units is deficient to meet the needs of a request for 
permissions by a application card (0165; 0020). 

9. As per claim 24 , Ghahremani et al further discloses a feature rights management 
system, wherein the application card releases a feature unit by sending a release 
message to the feature rights management agent; and wherein the feature rights 
management agent increases its number of available feature units in response to the 
release message (0164; 0165). 

As per claim 26 , Ghahremani et al further discloses a feature rights management 
system, wherein each feature key comprises a plurality of feature rights including a) 
feature units, b) a feature category, and c) a distribution node identifier (0098; 0154; 
0155; 0178). 
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As per claim 28 , Ghahremani further discloses a feature rights management 
apparatus, wherein the feature keys are of at least two kinds of keys: network keys 
destined to the feature rights server and element keys destined for the feature rights 
management agent, wherein, the distribution node identifier of an element key identifies 
a domain of an identified feature rights management agent, and wherein the distribution 
node identifier of a network key identifies a domain of an identified feature management 
server (fig. 10; 0083; 0084; 0103; 0124; 0125; 0126). . 

As per claim 30, 33, and 37 , Ghahremani et al further discloses a feature rights 
management system, wherein the features comprise telecommunication features (fig. 1, 
3, 12, 15, 17; 0084; 0086). 

As per claim 39 , Ghahremani et al discloses a feature rights management 
apparatus wherein 

the feature units designate a number of application cards that are permitted to 
use a feature (0055; 0147; 0151; "...maximum number of modems allocated to the VR 
on the FM..."); and 

wherein the feature rights management agent allocates the feature to application 

* 

cards (0055; 0081; 0147; 0151). 



As per claim 41 , Ghahremani et al further discloses a feature rights management 
apparatus wherein 
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The feature units designate a maximum use for a feature (0152); and 

Wherein the feature rights management agent re-allocates the feature rights 

among application cards when application cards are removed and replaced in the 

chassis (0147; ...resources are shared among various cards...) 

As per claim 42 , Ghahremani et al failed to explicitly disclose a feature rights 
management apparatus wherein 

the feature units designate a maximum number of simultaneous telephone calls 
that are permitted to use a given feature; and 

wherein the feature rights management agent allocates the maximum number of 
simultaneous telephone calls that are permitted to use a given feature to application 
cards. 

Mazza et al discloses the feature units designate a maximum number of 
simultaneous telephone calls that are permitted to use a given feature (see claim 30); 
and 

wherein the feature rights management agent allocates the maximum number of 
simultaneous telephone calls that are permitted to use a given feature to application 
cards (see claim 30). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Ghahremani et al and incorporate a 
feature rights management system, wherein the feature units designate a maximum 
number of simultaneous telephone calls that are permitted to use a given feature; and 
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wherein the feature rights management agent allocates the maximum number of 
simultaneous telephone calls that are permitted to use a given feature to application 
cards as taught by Mazza et al because, in order to track the number of calls 
corresponding to the prepaid amount. 

As per claim 43 , Ghahremani et al failed to explicitly disclose a feature rights 

management apparatus wherein 

the feature keys further include a destination ID; and simultaneous 

wherein the feature rights management agent confirms that the destination ID 

matches a serial number of the hardware of the feature rights management apparatus. 
Mazza et al discloses a feature rights management apparatus wherein 
the feature keys further include a destination ID (0010; "...contains serial number 

that matches the serial number of the processor...."); and 

wherein the feature rights management agent confirms that the destination ID 

matches a serial number of the hardware of the feature rights management apparatus 

(0010). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Ghahremani et al and incorporate a 
feature rights management system, wherein the feature keys further include a 
destination ID; and wherein the feature rights management agent confirms that the 
destination ID matches a serial number of the hardware of the feature rights 
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management apparatus as taught by Mazza et al because, in order to ensure that data 
is received by the intended apparatus. 

5. Claims 31, 35, 32 and 36, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ghahremani et al U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 
2005/0180429 A1 and Mazza et al U.S. Patent Application Publication 2004/0199760 
A1 as applied to claim 1 and 19 above, and further in view of Summers et al U.S. Patent 
No. 6,098,133. 

As per claim 31 and 35 , both Ghahremani et al and Mazza et al failed to 
explicitly disclose a feature rights management system, wherein the common backplane 
bus of the chassis is a trusted bus. 

Summers et al discloses a feature rights management system, wherein the 
common backplane bus of the chassis is a trusted bus (fig. 1, 2, 6 and 7) 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Ghahremani et al and incorporate a 
feature rights management system, wherein the common backplane bus of the chassis 
is a trusted bus as taught by Summers et al in order to ensure adequate security and 
reliability because "...the switch preferably includes a redundant bus architecture for 
interconnecting the FMs and SCMs..." (Ghahremani, 0052; 0058). . 
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As per claim 32 and 36 . Ghahremani et al further discloses a feature rights 
management system, wherein the common backplane bus of the chassis connects the 
plurality of application cards to the system manager card (fig. 1) but failed to explicitly 
disclose over a trusted intra-card bus. 

Summers et al discloses a trusted intra-card bus (fig. 1,2,6 and 7). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Ghahremani et al and incorporate a 
trusted intra-card bus as taught by Summers et al in order to ensure adequate security. 

6. Claims 34, 38, and 40, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ghahremani et al U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 
2005/0180429 A1 and Mazza et al U.S. Patent Application Publication 2004/0199760 
A1 as applied to claim 1 and 19 above, and further in view of Salkini et al U.S. Patent 
No. 6,912,230. 

As per claims 34, 38 and 40 , both Ghahremani et al and Mazza et al failed to 
explicitly disclose a feature rights management system, wherein the features comprises 
prepaid billing. Ghahremani et al however discloses that FM and PM allow a user to 
provide a wide ranges of services and support a wide range of applications on 
application-specific daughter cards (0052) but does not specify prepaid billing an 
example of services to be provided. 
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Salkini et al discloses a feature rights management system, wherein the features 
comprises prepaid billing (see fig. 85; col. 10, lines 1-10; col. 2, lines 30-40). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at time 
of applicant's invention to modify the method of Ghahremani et al and incorporate a 
feature rights management system, wherein the features comprises prepaid billing as 
taught by Salkini et al in order to ensure that providers are paid for the services. 
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Conclusion 



7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art ad are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested that the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of 
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the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles C. Agwumezie whose number is (571) 272- 
6838. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on (571) 272 - 6712. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington D.C. 20231 

Or faxed to: 
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